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DETAILED ACTION 

The application of Willis mullet for Operating System for a motorized barrier operator 
with a radio frequency energized light kit and/or switch and method for programming the same 
filed 2/19/04 has been examined. Claims 1-49 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-49 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 1 and 25 uses 
the term "capable of. It has been held that the recitation that an element is capable of 
performing a function is not a positive limitation but only requires the ability to so perform. It 
does not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. In re Hutchinson, 69 USPQ 138. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "said group of transmitters. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the ait to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-7, 14-23, 25-26-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dykema et al. US Patent 5661 804 in view of Burgess US Patent 6617975. 

Regarding claims 1,3, 14-15, 25-26, Dykema et al. teaches an operator system for a 
motorized barrier, comprising: an operator (43) which controls the motorized barrier and the 
operator is capable of receiving wireless signals to control the motorized barrier (col. 6 lines 55- 
66); a device (66) which controls an electrical load, the device is capable of receiving wireless 
signals to control said load (col. 6 lines 53-60). Dykema et al. is however silent on teaching the 
transmitter generating wireless signals for independent operation of the operator and the device. 
Burgess in an art related remote operated access system teaches a system for a motorized barrier 
(col. 3 lines 14-16) teaches an operator 1 14 receiving a wireless signal 132 and a device 110 
receiving wireless signal 109 via its receiver 104 to control a load (col.4 lines 22-26). The 
wireless signal received by the operator and are independently received from the transmitter 108 
as shown in figure 2 because there is an independent transmission path from the transmitter to 
the operator and the device. The operator and the both receive the same frequency because 
transmission to the device and the operator is a result of pressing a button on the remote 
transmitter for transmitting a code (col. 7 lines 30-37) in order to facilitate the code learning 
process. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the transmitter to 
generate wireless signals for independent operation of the operator and the device as suggested 
by Burgess in order to provide a means for the device and operator to the learn the control codes. 
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Regarding claims 2 and 7, Dykema et al. teaches a remote transmitter 65. 
Regarding claims 4 and 27-28, Dykema et al. teaches the fixture control a light (col. 6 
lines 44-48). 

Regarding claim 5, Dykema et al. teaches a transceiver 58 for receiving wireless signal 
(figure 5) and a controller 57 connected to the transceiver and validate the wireless signal (col. 
141ine62-col. col. 15 line 10). 

Regarding claims 6, 16, and 19, Dykema et al. teaches a program button operative with 
said controller; a memory device associated with said controller, and wherein actuation of said 
program button places said controller in a learn mode such that any valid signal received while in 
said learn mode is stored in said memory device (col. 6 lines 3-27). Dykema et al. teaches the 
system is used to control a light (col. 6 lines 44-48). The controlling of a light inherently includes 
an on/off switch. Dykema et al. teaches an indicator in the for of LED associated with the 
controller for indicating various conditions such as on/off (col. 7 lines 25-37). 

Regarding claim 20, Dykema et al. teaches the learning of a valid transmitter wireless 
signal and a valid operator wireless signal by said controller initiates illumination of one of said 
indicators in a predetermined manner (col. 7 lines 23-25). 

Regarding claims 21-23, Dykema et al. teaches the receipt of a valid signal enable the 
operation of the load (col. 6 lines 44-55). Dykema et al. also teaches an indicator in the form of 
LED associated with the controller for indicating various operating conditions (col. 7 lines 25- 
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Regarding claims 17-18, Dykema et al. teaches a transmitter 65 for operating the garage 
door and the transmitter is identified by its identification code (col. 6 lines 48-51) and is 
therefore distinguishable from other transmitters. 

Regarding claims 29-31, Dykema et al. teaches the transceiver of the garage door opener 
is trained to match the frequency of the transmitter (col. 2 lines 12-14) and one skilled in the art 
recognizes that each transmitter operate at a particular frequency within the frequency range 
allotted for such devices. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the transmitter and the 
operator to generate signal at different frequencies because one skilled in the art recognizes that 
each transmitter operates at a particular frequency within the frequency range allotted for such 
devices and the frequency of operation is also based on the design requirements. 

Claims 8 and 32-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dykema et al. US Patent 5661804 in view of Burgess US Patent 6617975 and further in view of 
Tsui US Patent Application Publication 20040008798. 

Regarding claims 8 and 32-36, Dykema et al. teaches remote transmitter has plurality of 
function buttons, for controlling various devices including lighting and garage door (col. 6 lines 
44-48, col. 6 lines 44-50) but is silent on teaching actuation of a first button of said remote 
transmitter in said learn mode designates the first button as a barrier command, and wherein 
actuation of any other button of said remote transmitter while in the learn mode designates said 
other button as a work light command. Tsui in an art related remote transmitter invention teaches 
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programming the keys of a remote transmitter to activate device based on user preferences 
(paragraph 0018). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the actuation of a first 
button of the remote transmitter in the learn mode designates the first button as a barrier 
command, and wherein actuation of any other button of said remote transmitter while in the 
learn mode designates said other button as a work light command in Dykema et al. in view of 
Burgess as evidenced by Tsui because Dykema et al. in view of Burgess suggests remote 
transmitter has plurality of function buttons, for controlling various devices and programming 
the keys of a remote transmitter to activate particular devices allows the user to programmed the 
transmitter keys according to his/her preferences. 

Regarding claim 37, Dykema et al teaches a memory associated with the controller for 
storing a valid signal during the learn mode (col. 5 lines 2-1 1). 

Regarding claim 38, Dykema et al. teaches the fixture control a light (col. 6 lines 44-48). 

Regarding claims 39-43, Dykema et al teaches a transmitter 65 for operating the garage 
door when the wireless signal transmitted from the transmitter is validated(col. 6 lines 48-51). 
The transmitter is identified by its identification code (col. 6 lines 48-51) and is therefore 
distinguishable from other transmitters. 

Regarding claim 44, Dykema et al. teaches the system is used to control a light (col. 6 
lines 44-48). The controlling of a light inherently includes an on/off switch. Dykema et al. 
teaches an indicator in the for of LED associated with the controller for indicating various 
conditions such as on/off (col. 7 lines 25-37). 
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Regarding claim 45, Dykema et al. teaches a program button operative with said 
controller; a memory device associated with said controller, and wherein actuation of said 
program button places said controller in a learn mode such that any valid signal received while in 
said learn mode is stored in said memory device (col. 6 lines 3-27). 

Regarding claims 46-48, Dykema et al. teaches the receipt of a valid signal enable the 
operation of the load (col. 6 lines 44-55). Dykema et al. also teaches an indicator in the form of 
LED associated with the controller for indicating various operating conditions (col. 7 lines 25- 
37). 

Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dykema et 
al. US Patent 5661804 in view of Burgess US Patent 6617975 in view of Tsui US Patent 
Application Publication 20040008798 and further in view of Sunan et al. US Patent 5903226 

Regarding claims 9-13, Dykema et al. teaches the remote transmitter is used to control 
lighting (col. 6 lines 44-48) but is silent on teaching illuminating the light for only a 
predetermined time. Sunnan et al. teaches illuminating a light for a predetermine period of time 
when the garage door is open or closed (col. 5 lines 52-60) in order to provide lighting for the 
user and to ensure that the light is only turned on when it is needed. Sunan et al. further teaches 
the transmitter include up/down button (16), delay close button (col. 5 line 60), pet height button 
(col. 8 lines -33) and a door profile button (col. 7 lines 46-56) in order to provide for the 
convenient and safe operation of the barrier. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to illuminate the light for 
only a predetermined time in Dykema et al. in view of Burgess in view of Tsui as evidenced by 
Lai because Dykema et al. in view of Burgess in view of Sunnan et al. suggests control a light 
using a remote control and illuminating the light for a period of time ensure that the light is only 
turned on when it is needed and the use of up/down button, delay close button, pet height button 
and a door profile button provides for the convenient and safe operation of the barrier. 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dykema et al. US 
Patent 5661804 in view of Burgess US Patent 6617975 and further in view of Huang et al. US 
Patent 6334636. 

Regarding claim 24, Dykema et al. teaches transmitting a control signal to operate the 
barrier (col. 6 lines 55-66) but is silent on teaching actuation of the on button turns the load on 
and precludes said controller from receiving any wireless signals, and wherein actuation of the 
off button turns the load off and allows the controller to receive any valid wireless signals. 
Huang et al. in an art related remote locking device teaches a control signal to ignore the locking 
or unlocking from a remote controller (col. 4 lines 24-29) in order to allow manual operation of 
the locking mechanism and prevent the use of the remote control while the barrier is manually 
activated. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the actuation of the on 
button turns the load on and precludes said controller from receiving any wireless signals, and 
wherein actuation of the off button turns the load off and allows the controller to receive any 
valid wireless signals in Dykema et al. in view of Burgess as evidenced by Huang et al. because 
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disabling the wireless receiver when the load is on enables the manual operation of the locking 
mechanism and prevent the use of the remote control while the barrier is manually activated. 

Claim 49 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dykema et al. US 
Patent 5661804 in view of Burgess US Patent 6617975 in view of Tsui US Patent Application 
Publication 20040008798 and further in view of Huang et al. US Patent 6334636. 

Regarding claim 49, Dykema et al. teaches transmitting a control signal to operate the 
barrier (col. 6 lines 55-66) but is silent on teaching actuation of the on button turns the load on 
and precludes said controller from receiving any wireless signals, and wherein actuation of the 
off button turns the load off and allows the controller to receive any valid wireless signals. 
Huang et al. in an art related remote locking device teaches a control signal to ignore the locking 
or unlocking from a remote controller (col. 4 lines 24-29) in order to allow manual operation of 
the locking mechanism and prevent the use of the remote control while the barrier is manually 
activated. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the actuation of the on 
button turns the load on and precludes said controller from receiving any wireless signals, and 
wherein actuation of the off button turns the load off and allows the controller to receive any 
valid wireless signals in Dykema et al. in view of Burgess in view of Tsui as evidenced by 
Huang et al. because disabling the wireless receiver when the load is on enables the manual 
operation of the locking mechanism and prevent the use of the remote control while the barrier is 
manually activated. 



Application/Control Number: 10/782,558 
Art Unit: 2635 



Page 10 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vernal U. Brown whose telephone number is 571-272-3060. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-7:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on 571-272-3068. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Vernal Brown 
December 7, 2005 




